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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendments filed on July 20, 2009. 
Applicant's amendments and remarks have been carefully considered. 

2. Newly submitted claims 9-24 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

Inventions - Group I, defined by new claims 9-24; and Group II, the originally 
invention recited in claims 1 , 3 and 5-7 - are related as combination and 
subcombination. Inventions in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1 ) the 
combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination as 
claimed for patentability, and (2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other 
combinations (MPEP § 806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed because the 
combination, e.g. claims 9, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 23 and 24, focuses on the 
structural relationship between the cable routing system and the seat arrangement of an 
aircraft to define the instant claimed invention for patentability. The subcombination has 
separate utility such as an apparatus for connecting laptop computer to a 
communication network. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, which is Group II, claims 1 , 3 and 5-7, this invention has been constructively 
elected by original presentation for prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 9-24 
are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 
CFR 1 .142(b) and MPEP § 821 .03. 
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3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because phrases or words that can 
be implied, such as "... are disclosed ", and "a disclosed cabling system", should be 
avoided. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). Applicant's argument directed 
to this issue is not considered persuasive. See MPEP § 608.01(b), the last paragraph 
of section C - Language and Format. 

4. Claims 1 , 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lee (US 2003/0042097). 

Lee discloses a cable assembly having all the features as recited in the instant 
claims, including cable 18, first and second connectors 34, 42, cable storage unit 14 in 
the form of housing 26, and reel 22. 

Regarding the instant claimed intended uses as recited in the instant claims, note 
that since the cable assembly of Lee is capable of the instant claimed intended uses, 
the instant claimed intended use limitations are considered met. 

5. Claim 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
(US 2003/0042097). 

Lee is applied above. 

Regarding the instant claimed types of connectors, or types of cables, as recited 
in instant claims 5 and 6, note that DIN or RCA connectors and Ethernet conductors, or 
braided film coated wires which is known as Litz wires, are well known types of 
connectors and cables for use with well known electronic devices and/or computers 
(Official Notice is taken). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art to substitute well known types of connectors and/or cable, such as the well known 
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DIN or RCA connectors, or Ethernet conductors for the connectors and/or cable of Lee's 
structure so that the cable reel assembly of Lee may be used with other commercially 
available electronic devices and/or computers that would require such well known types 
of connectors and/or cable. 

6. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

7. Claims 1 , 3 and 5-7 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over the claims of any one of U.S. Patent No. 
6,578,683, No. 6,386,906, No. 6,799,994, and No. 7,108,216. Although the conflicting 
claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because they 
direct to the cable assemblies having similar features. As to the instant claimed 
intended use limitations defined in the instant application claims, they are not 
considered to set forth positive structural distinctions over the cable assemblies defined 
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in the claims of the patents. As to the instant claimed housing portion, DIN connector, 
RCA connector, Ethernet conductor and braised film coated wires which is known as 
Litz wires, they are well known features of connection cables or cable assemblies for 
use with various commercially available electronic devices (Official Notice is taken); 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to include one or more of 
such well known features in the cable assemblies defined in the claims of the patents so 
as to achieve the expected advantages or uses thereof. 

8. Applicant's arguments have been carefully considered; however, as stated 
previously, since the cable assembly of Lee is capable of the instant claimed intended 
uses, the instant claimed intended use limitations are considered met. Note that the 
instant claimed invention is a cable routing system and as defined in instant claims 1, 3 
and 5-7, this cable routing system is intended for use in a seat arrangement of a 
passenger vehicle, such as an aircraft. Such intended use does not carry patentable 
weight because it does not positively define the instant claimed cable routing system 
over the prior art structure of Lee, which is considered to be capable of being used in 
the manner as recited in the instant claims. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARK T. LE whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6682. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, between 8:15-4:45 
(Teleworking). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Mark Le/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 
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